There sre 8 few questions this 
statement evokes. 

The drug: might have been LSD 


the mind. 

Of those recordings of Oswald’s 
voice I have heard, in not one* 
case do I recall what could be 
called really rapid speech. 


^h8t is more interesting in why 
this man was not used ss a witness 
by the Commission snd why the FBI did 
not get and use a signed statement 
from him. I recall seing no papaphrase 
report, either. Here is a public 
official who, by his own statements, 
has had experience in dealing with 
disturbed youth, who says exactly 
what the government wanted believed 
of Oswald, and he was not called for that 
experience and opinion to be exploited? 
That does not make sense at all. 1 his 
is exactly the " evidence" the 
Commission required, end very much 
required. If they ignored it, the 
most obvious reason would seem to be 
what went with it. Two possibilities 
suggest themselves: this may not have 
been the real IiiO or Gillin also recalled 
something more of a liability than his 
knowledge could have been an asset. 








